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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT AY31 178 W9
Northern District of Oklahoma Jee SRR Pl
U-S-lﬂﬁfﬁﬂﬁ e
United States of America Criminel No. 78-CR-59-
VE. -
Stella Louise Osborne ) G
i
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL ‘
Y
Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the Uhifed States
Attorney for the _Northern Distriect of Oklahoma
hereby dismisses #%x Count I of the Indictment against

(indictment, information, complaint)

Stella Louise Osborne, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

/Zuf v 5 fé’

Asst.United States Attorney
KENNETH P. SNOKE

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

Ceann, .

United States District Judge

Date: May 31, 1978

FORM OBD-113
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United States of America vs. United States Pi striet Court o

DEFENDANT JDOIY 1BE JNETT

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER AC 245 (6/74)

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date —— [ 5N 78

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thercupan waived assistance of counsel.

LKiWiTHcounseL 1 Chmrles W, Hack, Appt. J
{Name of counsel) !:':"" ﬂ L E D
PLEA LLI GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L } NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, [AAY ™ 4 1978
|6 Sou i SNFIS B
——— L—.J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged LA e .
There beinga finding/ MR f X Jack C. Silver, Cierk
LX) Guiry. U. S. DISTRIT COURT

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of m violated Title 18, U.S.C. 2
fINDING & \ Section 2315 § 2 as clarged in Camt 3 of the Indictment. |

JUDGMENT |

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guitty as charged and convicted and ordered that: The defendant is
hereby committed 1o the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for m

as provided by Title 18, U.5.C., Sectim 501";(5). '

SENTENCE
OR

PROBATION §
ORDER ummmmzm,ﬂmhw-mawuym.

AN
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ardered that the general conditions of prolﬁ!ion set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke

PROBATION probation for a violation occurning during the probation period. ~

>'Thca court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

CI:JE“E“;:\:::IE:T and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
) shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
—_—
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

THI5 DATE

LX) u.s. District Judge
’ (Signed) Allen E. Barrow
\ ! H:i: Hsiiiirate O - |
‘ { }CLERK
Date 5-31-78 [ { ) DEPUTY
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT M ¥£>
14Y3 1 1978 1 o
Northern District of _Oklahoma Sy
Jack €. Siar (-
U. g pistoey P
United States of America Criminal No. 77-CR-4 /
ve. [
. Rz, 2
Michael Lee Blackburn ) 553}
Bt
F
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL r ,
Pursuant to Rule L8(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal ié |
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States E,;if
g
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma
hereby dismisses” Counts II thru-viII o i against
(indictment, information, complainti
Michael Lee Blackburn, defendant.

HUBERT H. BRYANT
United States Attorney

Asst. United States Attorney
KENNETH P. SNOKE

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

&

United States District Judge

Date: May 31, 1978

FORM OBD-113
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- - FILED

MAY 34 1978
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE -”°|C Sitver, Olop!,
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA u. ”.5@TM“Tﬂﬂnn,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, )
v. ) NOS. 76-CR-142
) 77-C-450
ROBERT JERRY LEE, # 93690, )
Defendant. )
ORDER

The Court has the Pro se instruments of Robert Jerry Lee requesting
the Court to immediately have him taken into custody and transported to
the Federal Institution to begin service of his sentenge in this Case
No. 76-CR-142, and motion to reconsider the Court Order in error in this
case and in Case No. 77-C-450.

Having carefully reviewed the motions and being fully advised in
the premises, the Court finds that the motions are without merit and
should be denied.

The first two errors complained of are obviously typographical er-
rors in no way affecting the ruling on the merits of the March 1, 1978,
Order of the Court. The heading of the Order was apparently picked up
from Defendant's heading on his motion for supboenaes duces tecum in his
§ 2255 motion, the proper parties at all times being Robert Jerry Lee,
Defendant and Movant, and the United States of America, Plaintiff and Re-‘
spondent. The date sentence was imposed in Case No. 76-CR-142 was the
3rd day of November, 1976, all as clearly reflected in the files and
records of the Court in Cases No. 76-CR-142 and No. 77-C-450. Error as-
signment No. 3 is not supported by fact. The State records Defendant
refers to are before the Court as they were before the March 1, 1978,
Order. Defendant was arrested October 2, 1976, by police officers for
Claremore, Oklahoma, on State of Oklahoma charges, not by Federal of-
ficers on Federal charges. In assignment of error No. 4, Defendant
quotes "in part from Exhibit F". The pertinent part left unquoted from
the Exhibit is that the U. §. Marshal's custody was takgn pursuant to
"WHCAP", that is, writ of habeas corpus ad prosequendum. Such writs
serve the purpose of borrowing a prisoner in the custody of another
Jurisdiction to be returned to the jurisdiction having original custody,
which in the Defendant's case was the State-of Oklahoma. Defendant's re-

quest for final disposition of the case is clearly based on a misreading




of the Court's Order of March 1, 1978. The paragraph he relies upon
from the Order to support his motion is in regard to the requirements
of Article III of the Interstate Agreement on Detainers Act. Said Act
was not applicable to the issues raised in his § 2255 motion and the
Act is clearly not applicable to the service of his sentences due the
State of Oklahoma and the Federal Government. Defendant committed
crimes in the State of Oklahoma for which he must serve his sentences
in the State of Oklahoma. He also committed a Federal crime for which
he must serve the Federal sentence, the latter to be served upon com-
pletion of the State sentences, the State custody having been first in
time.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motions of Robert Jerry Lee to
reconsider the Court's prior Order and for an Order to have him taken
into custody from his State of Oklahoma sentences and transported to
the Federal Institution to begin service of his sentence in 76-CR-142,

are overruled, denied and dismissed.

Dated this EZE% day of {2 e « 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




FlILETL

MAY 3 11978

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ,
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. Silver, Clerk

U. S. DISTRICT COURT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

)
Plaintiff, )
V. ) NOS. 77-C-515-B
) 75-CR-1-B
ALVINO RAY LA NEAR, # 39587-115, )
Movant. )
ORDER

The Court has for consideration a motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 filed pro se, in forma pauperis, by the Movant, Alvino Ray

LaNear. The cause has been assigned civil Case No. 77-C-515-B and
“

docketed in his criminal Case No. 75-CR~1-B.

Movant is a prisoner in the Medical Center for Federal Prisoners,
Springfield, Missouri, pursuant to conviction in Case No. 75-CR-1 upon
his plea of guilty to an indictment charging Count One, mail theft in
violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1702, and Count Two, uttering and publishing
a stolen United States Treasury check in violation of 18 U.S.cC. § 495,
On January 21, 1975, the imposition of sentence was suspended on said
charges and the Defendant (Movant herein) was placed on four years'
probation, Count Two to run concurrently with Count One, and it was a
condition of probation that the Defendant (1) stay employed, (2) avoid
criminal involvement and association with criminals, and (3) make resti-
tution of the $123.30 in monthly payments of $5.00 to the U. S. Court
Clerk's office beginning at the end of February, 1975. On February 12,
1976, following a probation revocation hearing, the Defendant's proba-
tion was revoked and he was committed to the custody of the Attorney
General for four years as to Count One and the imposition of sentence
was suspended on Count Two and he was placed on three years probatioﬁ
with the condition that he make restitution in the sum of $123.30 at the
rate of $10.00 a month.

Movant in his § 2255 motion demands his release from custody and as
grounds therefor claims that he is being deprived of his liberty in vio-
lation of his rights guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States
of America. 1In particular, Movant claims that:

1. He was discriminated against in that one of the grounds for

his probation revocation was that he was not looking for a
job when in truth he was looking for a job.




2. Another ground for probation revocation was that he left
the District to which he was assigned, and in fact he did
not leave Tulsa, Oklahoma, or Kansas City, Missouri, except
upon transfer of his probation supervision.

3. He became emotional at his probation revocation hearing and

was forcibly removed from the courtroom, and the sentence is

invalid since he was not present at the time sentence was
imposed. .

The Court remembers the probation revocation hearing of Alvino Ray
LaNear, and has carefully reviewed the motion, response and file. Being
fully advised in the premises, the Court finds that the § 2255 motion is
without merit and should be overruled.

Movant's first claim that one of the grounds for the revocation of
his probation was that "he was not looking for a job" is without merit.
The question was not whether he was locking for work, :ather it was his
failure to expend his best efforts to keep a job once he found one.
Further, he made no restitution payments during his brief periods of
employment. Second, he contends that he did not leave supervision ex-
cept upon transfer of his probation supervision. This allegation is not
supported by the record. He went to Kansas City, Missouri, on June 13,
1975, without the permission or knowledge of his probation officer and
at that time there had been no transfer of supervision from Tulsa,
Oklahoma. He returned to Tulsa and thereafter his supervision was trans-
ferred to Kansas City, Missouri, on September 22, 1977. On November 13,
1975, he returned to Tulsa without the permission of the Kansas City Pro-
bation Office and his supervision had not been returned to Tulsa. His
third contention is also without merit. He did become emotional and un-
ruly during the revocation proceedings, but he was present before the
Court when probation was revoked and sentence imposed. Movant states no
valid grounds to support his § 2255 motion.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the motion pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 of Alvino Ray LaNear be and it is hereby overruled, denied and

the case is dismissed.

Dated this _?fi% day of May, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FQR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




FI1LED

MAY 3 0 1978
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ,
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C, Silvar, Clark

U. 5. DISTRICT COounT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

v. NO. 76-CR-64

)
)
)
)
ROBERT MICHAEL SUGG, et al., )
)

Defendants.
ORDER

The Court has for consideration a motioen pursuant to Rule 35, Fed-
eral Rules of Criminal Procedure, made on behalf of the Defendant, Robert
Michael Sugg, seeking a discretionary modification of sentence, and also
an application for hearing on the Rule 35 motion. ‘The motion is timely
filed following mandate received and filed May 12, 1978, affirming the
conviction.

The Court finds that an evidentiary hearing is not required and the
application therefor should be denied. Having studied the motion, read
the letters from counsel and Defendant, carefully reviewed the file, re-
flected on the sentence, and being fully advised in the premises, the
Court finds that the motion for modification of sentence should be sus-
tained.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the application for hearing on the
Rule 35 motion be and it is hereby overruled.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence entered herein
against Robert Michael Sugg on October 5, 1976, be and it is hereby re-
duced and modified from one month jail-type custody to jail time served
to date.

It is the intent of this Order that Robert Michael Sugg be relegsed
from jail-type custody forthwith to commence his twenty nine (29) months
probation, said probationary period to be followed by two (2) years
special parole term pursuant to 21 U.S.C. § 841(b) (1) (B).

Dated this ‘30¥5 day of May, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

ZF S o

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA

© . TR




| United States of America vs. United States District Court ror

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
3 e e e - - e T d

DEFENDANT STELLA LOUISE OSBORME

- — DOCKET NO. = | 78-Cr-58-B J

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1o 245 /74

In the presence of the attorney for the government _ MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date — g 38 78

COUNSEL e—J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the courl advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

X Ainslie Perrmuit, Jr
L*1 WITH COUNSEL — e I e M, e _— s J
- ’ (Name of counsel) Ir- .E- L E —B

PLEA i xt GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 | NOLO CONTENDERE, NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, M&\/ 3 G 1978
L_IN LTY. fe is disc A .
TN There be Rpp— OT GUI Defendant is discharged Jack C. :)ﬂ‘;’ﬁ?, Clark
ing a finding/v 0
: s ndng L X, GuiLTY. | U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendant has becn convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
charged in Coumt 2 of the Indictment.

FINDING & | Sectien 495, as
JUDGMENT

Y The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that: TRENIERRISDEE

K BRI AL I T I T T T T e e e T S S

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
o SPECIAL The cendition of probaticn
conitions | e gpeciel mien of probecy
oF Payments to begin in Jime, 1978
PROBATION ] A g
]
ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
1 OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a2 warrant and revoke .
PROBATION probation for a violation occurning during the probation period.
; >
? The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
: it is ordered that the Clerk defiver
COMMITMENT ) a cemfledicopy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
) shal or other qualified officer.
DATION
_ S
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

THIS DATE

" L X-d U.S. District Judge ’

- e ToT T g
% ’ { )JCLERK
Date S’_’& za i { ) DEPUTY
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United States of America vs. United U‘ates Di stl‘ict Court for

S - L _MORTHERN DISTRICT OF OXLAHOMA _ |
DEFENDANT

- - . DOCKEY NO. P | 78=~CR-12 ]
JUDGMENT AND PROBATlON/COMMlTMENT ORDER 40 245 ;74

In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date Po—
5 22 78

COUNSEL L] WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

_ X | WITH COUNSEL  _ Brian 8, Gaskill, Court Appointed ]

{Name of caunsel)

L— GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that 1 | NOLO CONTENDERE, %1 NOT GUILTY

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea, Y
MAY 20 1978
— L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding/MIXDE of -iac:ri ¢ siver Clap
X1 GUILTY. [l B pryme L A8
UL BISTRInY iy

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S5.C.,
FINDING & \ Sections 495 and 2, as charged in the Indictment.

JUDGMENT

-

y The courl asked whether defendant had anything to say _w'hy judgment shou!d not be pronounced: '_Beclause no sufficient bausé to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted .and ordered that: The defendant Is

hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for imprisonment for a period of

8ix (6) Months

SENTENCE
O0R
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, i1 is hercby ordered that the general cenditions af probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitied by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period. R o

g O,

The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

that the defendant be sent to the Medical Canter It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

COMMITMENT | at Springfidld, Nissouri, or such other similar 2 cortified copy of ihis Judgment

RECOMMEN- | facility for the treatment and evaluation of his hal o other qulified offiver
DATION | aleoholism and related physical conditions. '

—_

SIGNED BY

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY OoN |

THIS DATE

|—x_..l U.5. District Jndge L - :
. rs A: 7
L U.S. Magistrate ’ ~ .Z o e l‘l‘ £ j’{-— o /Q ) | BY e

{ JCLERK

H. DALE COOK Date 4-22-18 [ { ) DEPUTY




FITLED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT MAY 2 2 1978 o

Northern District of Oklahoma Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COuRT

v

L
United States of Ameriea Criminal No. 76-CR-64 b

VS

ROBERT MICHAEL SUGG, )

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure and by leave of court endorsed hereon the United States

Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma
L]
hereby dismisses B Count II of the Indictment against
{indictment, information, complaint}

Robert Michael Sugg defendant.

,7/7 - [ "\ ,‘Zy é

AsgT.” United States Attorney

leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing dismissal.

United States District Judge

Date: )N.U A3, 1428

DO

FORM 0BD-113

8-27-74
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

- FI1LED
MAY191978{L§

NORTHERA DISTRICE OF Oxvhsow Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U.'S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

NO. 77-CR-147 v

V.

CAROL JEAN BARNETT ETAME',

Defendant.

ORDER

Having been informed by the United States Marshal for this District
of the Defendant's excellent progress during confinement herein, the
Court on its own motion finds that the sentence imposed March 21, 1978,
should be reduced.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence entered
herein against Carol Jean Barnett Etame' on March 21, 1978, be and it
is hereby reduced and modified from three months jail-type custody to
two moﬁths jail-type custody.

It is the intent of this Order that Carol Jean Barnett Etame' be

released from jail-type custody forthwith to commence her nine months

probation.

Dated this 19th day of May, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Ceeon & Do

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
CKLAHOMA

-




United States of America vs.

DEFENDANT

United States District Court o

DOCKET NO. 3 | 78-CR~-39~C

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER

AQ-24516/74)

COUNSEL

PLEA

FINDING &
JUDGMENT

_
R

SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

COMMITMENT
RECOMMEN-
DATION

-/

SIGNED BY

LX) u.s, District Judge

| U.5. Magistrate

>’The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

MONTH

5

DAY

19

YEAR

78

In the presence of the attorney for the government
the defendant appeared in person on this date

L

3 A
However the court advised defendant of right to céuns& and asked whether defendant desired to¥'

have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant theregpon waived assistance of counsel.

L1 WITHOUT COUNSEL

(X wiITHCOUNsEL 1 _ David R, Scott, Retained — ]
{Name of counsel) F _l L E D
X ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that | NOLO CONTENDERE, s NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, :i’ MaAY 1 9 1978

L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged y L1
i Jack C. Silver, Clerk B

U. S. DISTRICT COURT ¢
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of hawing violated Title 18, U.S8.C.,

H

There being a finding/ Mot x
= 1 GUILTY.

'?

>£oct.ten 1703, on Counts I and II, as charged in the Indictment.

5
The caurt asked whether defendant had anything to say why jucjgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to theicontrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court. adjudged. the defendant guilty asicharged and convicted and ordered that: p oo

o .

Count 1 ~ The imposition of sentence as to imprisonment only is horuby
suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a

period of Two and One-Half (2 1/2) Years from this date.

Count 2 -~ The imposition of sentence as to imprisomment only is hereby
suspanded and the defendant is placedpan probation for a
period of Two and One-Half (2 1/2) Years from this date.

.

sk

IT IS ADJUDGED that the sentence imposed in Count 2 shall
run concurrsntly with the sentence in Cownt 1.

IT I8 YURTHER ORDERED that the defendant pay a fine unto
the United States of Amerieca in the amouat of Five Bmired Dellars
($500.00) on each of Counts 1 and 2, and the defendant shall be
h;l.g‘untn the fine is paid or until he is released by due process
o . .

In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered. that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by [aw, may issue a warrant and revoke
probation for a violation occurning during the probation period, ‘ -

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment
and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
shal or other qualified officer.

CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON

. . k! THIS DATE
’ . \\ - /./--E ’_}
A SV P . / BV
= T 4 7SI ( )CLERK
Date 3-19-78 | { ) DEPUTY

v




F { JL. EE, [)
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA MAy
19 1979 /LWVL/
Jack C <
Us Dlsféﬁver' Cler

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, eT COURT

)
)
Plaintiff, ) P
)
VS ) 75-CR-43-C /
\ .
FLOYD AUGUST DAVIS, )
)
)

Defendant.

L]

ORDER VACATING SENTENCE
ON COUNT II
Now on this JZZZE{Aay of + 1978, pursuant to
the Opinion and directions of the United States Court of Appeals
of the Tenth Circuit, No. 77-1035, the Court, being fully advised
in the premise, does hereby expressly vacate the sentence hereto-

fore imposed on Count II.

574 /
IT IS SO ORDERED this /- day of Fnaer”, 197s.

H. DALE* K
United States District Judge

United Statesg Distriet Court )
Northern District or Cklahoma) 58 °

I he I‘ehy L L e T T .
. RSV L0l e Caragging
18 a true cosy o) T . i

in thig Court ,

v 47 L
JE{ULZ e Sidwrem 3
= * - S




FI1LED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHE%S DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA !ﬁ§Y1 2‘9?3
tprk [ Sitver o0
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) ﬂ.ﬁ.?ﬁTW?Tﬂ"‘v
Plaintiff, ;
Vs, 3 No. 77-CR-80-C
ROGER LLOYD STOKES, ;
Defendant. ;

ORDER

The Court has before it for consideration the motion
of the defendant, Roger Lloyd Stokes, for a reduction of
sentence pursuant to Rule 35 of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure. The defendant entered a plea of guilty
to an indictment charging him with a violation of 21 U.s.cC.
§§ 952(a) and 960(a) (1). On September 6, 1977, the Court
sentenced the defendant to imprisonment for a term of six
(6) vears, to be followed by a special parole term of five
(5) years. The mandate of the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals,
affirming the judgment and sentence, was received on May 8,
1978.

On May 11, 1978, the Court held an evidentiary hearing
on defendant’s motion for reduction of sentence. After a
consideration of the evidence presented at the hearing and
a careful review of the entire record in this case, the Court
finds that defendant's motion should be and is hereby sustained
to the following extent: the term of imprisonment imposed on
September 6, 1977 is reduced from six (6) years to two (2}
years. The special parole term shall remain five (5) years,

as imposed on September 6, 1977.

It is so Ordered this Axa" day of May, 1978.

H. DAL K
United States District Judge
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United States of America vs. Unlted States District Court for
e o 1 _NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |
DEFENDANT ™ oaMMY LEW COWAN
b 1 DOCKET NO. | 78~-CR~33 }

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER AG 245 (6/12)

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date g c 11 4 |

COUNSEL LI WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L — . —_ . . George Rriggs, Retmined  _ _ _ _ J

(Name of counsel)

L X1 WITH COUNSEL

Pl .. - e R SUPNP At - AR o i o < Sl T i . v,

rema e PR Lt oy
X ) GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that t | NOLO CONTENDERE, ) NOT G%IILE D

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
—_— L_—J NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged
There being a finding ‘yopding of Jren
X GUILTY. e

| FINDING & % Section 5861(d), as charged in the Indictment.
b JUDGMENT ‘ : , L

vy

. | . .‘ -I ] . . e ,'_\

\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why juidgment should hbtibe proniounced.-Becaisse no sirfficient cause to the comtrary
. ~ was_showni, or appeared 1o the court, the Court diffudged m'g':r“fe_ndagl_t;'ﬁuij:w as charged dnd capvicted and drdered thatw

0 d & e arbic o o ad coo oo & fo AREROL g
vo-u--v,tv‘pvo_‘ovt—b‘-,‘v&.-;-o’aoilu:u..-t-l-al-;-«-»a-lbo'colda-_y.wﬁﬁ‘

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the defendant shall pay a fine
SENTENCE | wmto the United States in the amount of $500.00 and shall stand

oR  >committed until said fine is paid in full, or hecis otherwise
PROBATION | discharged by due process of law.

ORDER
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the order that the defendant stand
committed is stayed until May 15, 1978, at 93130 a.m.

SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
OF
PROBATION

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation period or within 4 maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

_ >The court erders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
a certified copy of this judgment

' MMITMENT
3 co M and commitment to the U.S. Mar-

RECOMMEN- e +

shal or other qualified officer.
DATION

S
; CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
' SIGNED BY
| ——J U.S. District Judge . THIS DATE

X

L ] U.5. Magistrate R - 1

{ JCLERK

E H. DALR COOK e 5 1378 , ( yoemuTy




"
T

United States of America vs. United States District Court for

DEFENDANT

b 1 DOCKET NO. - | 78-CR-32 ]

JUDGMENT AND PROBATION/COMMITMENT ORDER 1o 245 100

In the presénce of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date P 5 11 78

COUNSEL L J WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appointed by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

LXIWITHCOUNSEL @ _ J

(Name of counsel)

. [ o e R Lk

L—J GUILTY, and the court being satisficd that 1 | NOLO CONTENDERE, X | NO]"CUILEY D

PLEA there is a factual basis for the plea,
HAY
— L1 NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged 1 1 1gm
There being astigpsimnéverdict of Sk R e
LX_1 GUILTY. Jak £, 2iier Dlap,
U- [ B!ST!’HLT fj."@ﬂn‘r

Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.8.C. v
FINDING & > Section 656, as charged in Counts 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 of the Indictment.
JUDGMENT : _ S :

. . . . B ° N . s B
—.—.—_..-) . . ‘ . - ) T
. . : : . >:.:. ’ B . PR, ST :
) The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment srould riot be pFohounced.-Because no sufficient cause to the cogtrary

" was_shown, or dppeartd to the colirt, the court adjudged the d¢fendant gailty as, charged aﬁdtc@iﬁct;dﬁand dfdered that: The defendant is
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General-of his authprized representative for imprisonment for 4 period of _ - .

Count One - Two and one-half (2 1/2) Years, on the condition
that the defendant be confined in a jail-type or treatment institution
SENTENGE \. for a period of Five (5) Mo#ths, the execution of the remainder of the
OR sentence is hereby suspended and the defendant is placed on probation.
; PRODATION for a period of Two and one-half (2 1/2) Years; said probation to
. ORDER commence upon defendant's release from confinement.

y
Counts Two, Three, Pour and FPive -~ The imposition of sentence is

hareby suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for a

| ‘pariod ST Two and ons~Nalf (2 1/2) Years as to each count, tO-commence
SPECIAL upon the defendant's release from confinement in Count 1.
CONDITIONS . . :
‘ OF IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the aexecution of the sentence in
. PROBATION Count One is stayed until June 5, 1978, at 9:00 a.m., at which time
( the defendant shall report to the U. 5. Marshal.

ADDITIONAL
CONDITIONS [n addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hercby ordered that the genesal conditigns of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposcd. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at

OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum prabation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,

It is ordered that the Clerk deliver

{ COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
‘ : shal or other qualified officer.

; DATION

;

)

: CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY

THIS DATE

3¢ J U.S. District Judge. ’

L _J U.S, Magistrate

{ JCLERK

E ) Date 5-11-78 ] { ) DEPUTY
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DEFENDANT RONNIE XUGENE MAYNARD |
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In the presence of the attorney for the government MONTH DAY YEAR
the defendant appeared in person on this date 3 5 8 18

COUNSEL L WITHOUT COUNSEL However the court adviscd defendant of right ta counsel and asked whether defendant desired to
have counsel appcinted by the court and the defendant thereupon waived assistance of counsel.

L XIWITHCOUNSEL \__ _ __ __ _ oy M. Bud Byars, Retained _ _ _ _ __ __ _ _ i

{(Name of counsel)

PLEA L1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that i NOLO CONTENDERE, X | NOT GUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea,
— XJ NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged , his bond is
There being a (MO verdict of exonerated, and the indictment
L—t GUILTY. is dismissed. =
MRAREARASAXARE LIRS E D
FINDING & L
JUDGMENT 1Y - 8 1978
E I, B
, Jack €. Silar, glor
. Iy o
. S, DISTRIET paivey
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SENTENCE
OR
PROBATION
ORDER
SPECIAL
CONDITIONS
Of
PROBATION
1
3
k
ADHTIONAL
CONDITIONS In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordercd that the general conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of prabation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and at
OF any time during the probation period or within a maximum prebation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and revoke
PROBATION probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.
>The court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends,
It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
DATION shal or other qualified officer.
-/
CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY ON
SIGNED BY
L_X u.s. District Judge .. / ‘ THIS DATE
5 L U-S. Magistrate ’\__,x oA e Av ot ' I
- S m———r—— ] Y —— . ———
{ )CLERK
' H. DALE COOK
* Date _ B.RaTR | { ) DEPUTY




FILED

MAY 51978

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE .MCkC.&WH}Chm

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA { S DSTRKH-COURT
UNITED STATES QF AMERICA, )
Plaintiff, )

V. ‘ ) NO. 77-CRrR-~118
)
JERRY KENT HARRIS, )
Defendant. )
ORDER

The Court has for consideration the progress report for Jerry Kent
Harris from the Federal Reformatory, El Reno, Oklahoma, requested at the
time of sentence, January 10, 1978. Since its receipt, the Court has
studied the report, has again carefully reviewed the file and pre-sen-
tence report, and finds that the original sentence should be modified
pursuant to Rule 35, Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. Further, the
Court finds that although the original sentence was pursuant to the
Youth Corrections Act, 18 U.S.C. § 5010(b), as a young adult offender
within the purview of 18 U.S5.C. § 4216, under the circumstances now known
to the Court, he will not derive maximum benefit from treatment under
18 U.S.C. § 5010(b).

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the Judgment and Sentence against
Jerry Kent Harris entered herein on January 10, 1978, be and it is hereby
modified to the following:

The Defendant, Jerry Kent Harris, is hereby committed

to the custody of the Attorney General or his author-
ized representative for a period of three (3) years,
regular adult sentence, eligible for parole in the
discretion of the Parole Commission pursuant to 18 U.s.C.
§ 4205(a); and said sentence shall run concurrently with
the sentence imposed in the Western District of Oklahoma.

Dated this ;S'Eﬁday of May, 1978, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




